
s 4 hush 


money' 


statements contradict 


1 (Knight News Services 

V 

ion WASHINGTON - Presi- 
Vttent Nixon's newest reeol- 
vtlgetion of his now - famous 
meeting with John Dean last 
.March 21 is. sharply differ- 
. f nt from a version he 
I? produced in an official states 
s«ent last Aug. 15. 

in Ms latest recollection/ 
at a news conference' 
Wednesday night, the Presi- 
dent said Dean told him that 
payments “had been made 
to the (Watergate) defend- 
ants for the purpose of Seep- 
ing them quiet, not simply 
for their defense” 

In other words, Dean told 
faifp that “hush money” — 
payoffs to buy silence — had 
ba&a delivered to the Water- 
gate burglars. 

> 

But last Aug. 15, ‘ in one of 
many official Watergate 
statements, the President 
told a different story. 

■J 

“It was on March 21,” he 
said in tha£ statement, “that 
I was given new information 
that indicated that the re- 
ports 1 had been getting 
were not true. . . 

“I was told then that funds 
had been raised for pay- 
ments to the defendants, 
with the knowledge and ap- 
proval of persons both on 
the White House staff and 
the re-eiectio neommittee. 

“But I was only told that 
the money had been used for 
attorneys’ fees and family 
support, not that it had been 
paid to procure silence from 
recipients.” 

Tiie discrepancy :n the 
President’s versions on the 
“hush money” question is 
one o f the sharpest to 
emerge thus far in Presiden- 
tial statements on the Wat- 
ergate case. 


er occasions — in a “.White 
Paper” issued last May 22 
and in a news conference 
Aug. 22. 

v ; The meeting has raised j 
crucial issues in the Water- ! 
£k t e investigation, which j 
boil down to essential ques- ! 
tUS ps involving how much ! 
the President knew and ! 
I pte tber he authorized- Hie- j 
m, hush-money payoffs. 

;an and former White 
tse chief of state H.R. 
£SJgldeman were present at 
. the meeting. 

Dean told the Senate Wat- 
ergate Committee the Presi- 
dent approved of executive 
clemency and hush money 
demands. 

Haldemdn told the com- 
mit See that the President 
had done no such thing; in- , 
deed, that the President said , 
i# would be “wrong” to do i 
so, ; 

A federal grand jury, how- 
ever, .which heard recorded 
t#es of the March 2T dis- 


cussion, indicted jfaideman 
on a charge of perjury for 
that statement. 

In the White Paper of May- 
22, the President addressed 
the issue of whether he had 
been aware of the clemency 
and hush money efforts; 

“It now seems that later, 
through whatever complex 
■ of individual motives and 
possible misunderstandings, 
there were apparently 
wide-ranging, efforts to limit 
fee investigation or to con- 
ceal the possible involve- 
ment of members of fee Ad- 
ministration and fee cam- 
paign committee. 

“I was not aware of any 
..such efforts at the time. Neb 
feer, until after I began my 
own investigation, was I 
aware of any fund-raising 
for defendants convicted of 
fee break-m at Democratic 
headquarters, much less au- 
thorize any such fund-rais- 
ing. Nor did 1 authorize any 
offer of executive ciemency 
’for any of the defendants.” 

Dater in the same pa- 
per, the President wrote: 
“At no time did I authorize 
or know about any offer of 
executive clemency for the 
Watergate defendants. Nei- 
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No White House explanation 

United Press International 

,KE\ BI5CAYNE, (Fla.) — The White House said yes- 
terday it was “aware of fee semantical differences” in 
President Nixon s tw-o apparently conflicting accounts re- 
garding hush money for fee Watergate burglars, and would 
deal wife them later. 


Warren refused to 


Presidential spokesman Gerald 
explain fee discrepancy. 

According to some legal observers, Nixon’s admission 
Wednesday that he knew of hush money payments, even 
though he said he disapproved them, could be personally- 
damaging. Federal law requires any person with know- 
ledge of a felony to report it immediately. 

Warren also refused to comment on allegations by 
James W. McCord Jr., one of the convicted Watergate bur- 
glars, that all seven convictions should bs oyerturned be- 
cause Nixon “deliberately concealed and' suppressed ” 
knowledge of the payments. 


feer did I know until the j 
time of my own investiga- j 
tion of any efforts to provide | 
them wife funds.” 

On Aug. 22, at a news con- 
ference in San Clemente, fee 
President was asked: 

“Could you tell us your 
recollection of what you told ; 
John Dean on March 21 on j 
fee subject of raising funds ! 
for fee Watergate defend- . 
ants?” " j 

The Presidemt replied: 

“Certainly. Mr. Haldemair 
has testified to that, and his 
statement is accurate. 

“Basically, what Mr. 
Dean was concerned about 
on March 21 was not so i 
much the raising of money | 
for the defendants but the ! 
raising of money for fee de- 1 
fendants for the purpose of ! 
keeping them still — in oth- ! 
er words, so-called hush ! 
.money. The one would bale- { 
gal— in other words, raising i 
a defense fund for any j 
group, any individual, as 
you know, is perfectly legal 
and it is done all fee time. 
But if you raise funds for the 
purpose of keeping an indi- 
vidual from talking, feat is 
obstruction of justice.” j 


He commented on the 

meeting- on at twn .on- 



